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DETAILED ACTION 

Applicant's arguments filed 09/10/2008 have been fully considered. Rejections 
and/or objections not reiterated from previous Office Actions are hereby withdrawn. The 
following rejections and/or objections are either reiterated or newly applied. They 
constitute the complete set of rejections and/or objections presently being applied to the 
instant application. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

Claim 21 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kross 
et al. (US 5,100,562) in view of Watson et al. (US 5,565145). 
The rejection is maintained. 

Applicant argues that the sodium peroxide is used just for bleaching purposes, 
not in-situ production of chloride; and that it is not clear why one would have been 
motivated to combine the bleaching agent of Watson et al. with the formulation of Kross 
etal. 

The Examiner disagrees. Kross et al. teach dentifrice compositions for oral 
hygiene comprised of an oxidations means, See page 9 of Non-final Office action. 
Watson et al. teach dentifrice compositions for cleansing prosthetics, such as dentures, 
with oxidizing agents including sodium peroxide and persulfate bleach, i.e. Oxone, a 
hydrogen peroxosulfate composition. It is prima facie obvious to select a compound 
based on its suitability for its intended use. See MPEP 2144.07. Therefore, it would 
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have been obvious to incorporate the oxidizing agent of Watson et al. into the dentifrice 
composition of Kross et al. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 18-37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Pollock et al. (US 5,270,032) in view of Yoshida et al. (US 4,486,330). 

Pollock et al. teach a method for treating Candida infection of the surfaces and 
cavities of dentures. The method comprises contacting an antifungal formulation onto 
the surface or cavity infected with Candida fungus (Abstract, column 5, lines 35-40, 
column 6, lines 8-1 1 ). The compositions further comprise bicarbonate ions, i.e. sodium 
bicarbonate, and if desired chloride ions, and sweetening and flavoring agents (column 
5, lines 55-61 , column 8 lines 45-46). A denture tablet cleaning tablet is comprised of 
sodium bicarbonate, sodium lauryl sulfate, potassium monopersulfate, citric acid and a 
flavoring agent, the tablet is dissolved in water and provides a soaking solution for 
dentures (column 13, lines 34-55, Example 10). The compositions are also prepared in 
the form of mouthrinses and mouthsprays (column 11, Example 6, Example 7 and 
Example 8). 
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Pollack et al. do not teach that the source of chloride, i.e. chloride compound, is 
sodium chloride; or that the composition is comprised of PVP. 

Yoshida et al. teach cleaning compositions for an artificial denture which 
comprises B-1 , 3-glucanase together with one or more suitable carriers (Abstract). The 
compositions remove Candida albicans form dentures and are in the form of solid 
preparations such as tablet, pill, granule, fine particle and powder (column 1, lines 
62-65, column 2, lines 26-28 and 39-42). Suitable excipients and adjuvants include 
citric acid, polyvinylpyrrolidone, sodium chloride and sodium bicarbonate. 

Yoshida et al. do not teach a method of disinfecting dentures with a composition 
comprised of an oxidizing agent. 

It is prima facie obvious to select a compound based on its suitability for its 
intended purpose. See MPEP 2144.07. Therefore, it would have been obvious to use 
sodium chloride as an adjuvant and chloride source; and polyvinylpyrollidone as an 
adjuvant in the compositions of Pollock et al. 

Since the compositions suggested by combining Pollack et al. and Yoshida et al. 
are comprised of substantially the same components as that of the instant claims, it 
would reasonably be expected to be comprised of an oxidizing agent with the oxidation 
potential limitations of claim 1 , and to produce a pH value less than 5 when dissolved in 
an aqueous solution. 

Where the prior art discloses the general conditions of a claim, it is not inventive 
to determine optimum or workable ranges through routine experimentation. The ability 
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of the composition to disinfect a body part or dental object can be optimized through 
routine experimentation by varying the amounts of each component in the composition. 

No claims are allowed. 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See M PEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
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Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Darryl C. Sutton whose telephone number is 
(571)270-3286. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th from 7:30AM to 
5:00PM EST or on Fr from 7:30AM to 4:00PM EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Frederick Krass, can be reached at (571)272-0580. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

/Darryl C Sutton/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 1612 



/Frederick Krass/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 1612 



